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L E O P O L D C E N T E R FOR SUSTAINABLE AGRICULTURE 
Everything you wanted to know about wildlife 
and fisheries: a field day for agriculturists 
Background 
Previous wildlife-related field days sponsored 
by the Leopold Center and ISU Extension in 
1989 and 1992 were successful, but mainly 
attracted traditional members of the sustain­
able agriculture and wildlife interest groups. 
This project sought to move beyond the con­
ventional, environmentally conscious bound­
aries to reach agribusiness and commodity 
groups that might not ordinarily be the recipi­
ents of an environmentally focused message. 
Objectives of the field day were to: 
•	 provide education on the basic principles 
of wildlife and fisheries management, 
•	 illustrate some of the positive results of 
sustainable agriculture research, particu­
larly in relation to wildlife and fish popu­
lations, 
•	 demonstrate some specific agricultural 
techniques that benefit fish and wildlife 
populations, and 
•	 increase awareness of the variety of exist­
ing resources that can be used with clients. 
Planning and Implementation 
The planning committee for the event included 
15 representatives from all sides of the agricul­
tural spectrum. The committee members of­
fered names of individuals they felt would 
benefit from attending a wildlife field day. 
Personal invitations were sent to 62 selected 
individuals and 38 were present at the Septem­
ber 4, 1996 event held at the 4-H Center in 
Madrid. 
The attendees were from farm management 
firms, corporate livestock enterprises, public 
works departments, and agricultural manufac­
turers. Specific firms sending representatives 
included BASF, Farmland Real Estate and 
Management, Murphy Family Farms, John 
Deere, Hertz Farm Management, Iowa Select 
Farms, and the Des Moines Waterworks. 
Keynote speakers discussed Iowa’s wildlife 
history (James Dinsmore) and the effects of 
Iowa’s agricultural practices on wildlife (Louis 
Best). Three concurrent field seminars (of 
which participants could attend two) were 
offered in different subject areas: Protecting 
Water, which included riparian buffer strips, 
aquatic habitats, and IPM protection of water 
quality; Enhancing Habitat, which covered 
landowner options, habitats for uplands, and 
wetland and ponds; and Profiting with Wild­
life, which addressed wildlife damage man­
agement, rotational grazing, and fee hunting 
and fishing. Another important discussion 
topic centered on how to carry out conserva­
tion efforts on private lands. 
Evaluations were completed at the end of the 
field day to assess performance and relevancy 
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of information presented. Surveys conducted 
at one month and six months after the field day 
gauged long-term retention levels and whether 
action resulted from the information provided 
at the event. 
Results 
Despite the small sample size, the results of all 
three surveys indicated that the field day was 
effective in prompting the audience to con­
For more information, sider the impacts of their professional deci­
contact James Pease, sions on ecological systems. Even after six 
Animal Ecology, Iowa months, information from the field day played
State University, Ames, 
Iowa 50011-3221; a part in their concerns and decision making. 
e-mail Participants were also interested in additional 
jlpease@iastate.edu. education experiences in this area with more 
in-depth attention paid to items relevant to 
their particular profession and clients. They 
suggested that plans for future field days should 
be geared toward specific topics and offer 
detailed information and knowledge rather 
than a broad overview of many areas of wild­
life management. 
Original plans were to try to attract 100 partici­
pants, but the target number was later reduced 
to 50. This smaller group required much less 
logistical support and proved to be more can­
did and willing to interact in group discus­
sions. The smaller group did more network­
ing in areas that were previously foreign to 
them than would have been possible with a 
larger workshop crowd. 
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